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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 6 December 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art of Salgado et al (USPN 
5,872,569) does not succeeds a schedule to a second device after a portion has 
already been executed. Examiner maintains that Salgado et al scans a document 
(input-related job) and succeeds a schedule by using a job ticket to continue other 
actions (output-related at another device different from the scanner) according to a job 
ticket. The scanning of a document is different from the outputting (email, printing) of 
the document. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. A job synthesizing means is claimed wherein 
the synthesis of jobs is not clearly conveyed. The job synthesizing means generates a 
synthetic job that includes an already executed job (input-related candidate job), and a 
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job (output-related candidate job) that hasn't been created. It is not understood how a 
job that hasn't been created can be included in the synthesis. If the job has not been 
executed, Examiner does not understand how it can be included in the synthesis. If the 
two jobs are stored and associated with a document and expressed as a synthetic job 
as indicated on p. 16, lines 9-14, then the synthetic job "B" has already been executed. 
Further, it is not understood how an output-related job (i.e., print-output) is stored. 

3. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Both an input-related candidate job and an 
output-related candidate job are claimed. It is not understood if these jobs execute 
processing themselves, or are executed by the job management means or processor. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Salgado 
et al (USPN 5,872,569). 



Application/Control Number: 10/006,618 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2625 

With respect to claim 1 , as best understood by the Examiner, Salgado et al 
disclose a job executing system in which, with respect to a same processing object, 
designated jobs are executed in a sequence, comprising: 

job management means (user interface 142, see Fig. 6, and see displays of Figs. 
12 and 13 with controls) for managing an input-related candidate job (a scanned 
document at scanner 18 using scanner toolbar 304, col. 9, line 26) which executes 
chiefly input processing, and an output-related candidate job (printing document at 
printer 20 using toolbar 284, col. 9, line 26) which executes chiefly output processing; 
and 

job synthesizing means (digital filing using storage device toolbar 306, col. 22, 
lines 9-14) for generating, according to a user's operation, a synthetic job constituted by 
an input-related candidate job which has been already executed by a first device 
(scanned documents by scanner 304), and an output-related candidate job which will be 
executed hereafter (printed or emailed documents, see Fig. 13); and 

job schedule succeeding means (metaphorical template for workflow of a job 
ticket , col. 14, lines 10-21) for succeeding, only after the first device has executed the 
input-related candidate job, a schedule of the synthetic job generated from the first 
device (scanner 304) to a second device (printer 284 or email 286) when the second 
device which executes the output-related candidate job and the first device which has 
executed the input-related candidate job are different at the synthetic job (digital filing 
306). 
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With respect to claim 2, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 1, in which a graphical user interface environment is provided (user interface 
142, see Fig. 6, and see displays of Figs. 12 and 13), wherein there is provided screen 
displaying means for displaying, on a screen, interactive figure elements (elements 280, 
282, 284, 286, 304) each indicative of its associated candidate job; and 

according to user's operations to some of the interactive figure elements, their 
associated candidate jobs are synthesized so as to obtain a synthetic job (element 306). 

With respect to claim 3, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 2, wherein 

when the number of the input-related candidate jobs is two or more, the input- 
related candidate jobs are associated with their respective input means (several 
documents presented to scanner 304 would represent two or more associated with an 
input); and 

when the number of the output-related candidate jobs is two or more, the output-related 
candidate jobs are associated with their respective output means (several documents 
controlled to be emailed or printed would represent two or more associated with an 
output). 

With respect to claim 4, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 2, wherein there is provided standard setting information management means 
for accumulating and managing standard output setting information indicative of a 
standard attribute of the output-related candidate job (if an automatic implementation is 
desired, the process proceeds to step 224 (FIG. 10) where the user develops a 
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template in which at least one initiating metaphor element and one device or storage 
metaphor are provided, col. 18, lines 57-61); and 

according to a user's operation, the synthetic job thus obtained is executed while 
using the standard output setting information (if an automatic implementation is desired, 
the process proceeds to step 224 (FIG. 10) where the user develops a template in 
which at least one initiating metaphor element and one device or storage metaphor are 
provided, col. 18, lines 57-61). 

With respect to claim 5, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 3, in which, by means of user's operations to interactive figure elements, 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an input-related candidate job and 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an output-related candidate job 
are sequentially conducted to generate a synthetic job (if an automatic implementation 
is desired, the process proceeds to step 224 (FIG. 10) where the user develops a 
template in which at least one initiating metaphor element and one device or storage 
metaphor are provided, col. 18, lines 57-61), wherein there is provided synthesis 
possibility judging means forjudging, on the basis of a relationship between a 
characteristic of the input means thus associated and a characteristic of the output 
means thus associated, whether or not a synthesis can be conducted between an input- 
related or output-related job which has been already selected, and an output-related or 
input-related job which is intended to be selected by a user's operation (if an automatic 
implementation is desired, the process proceeds to step 224 (FIG. 10) where the user 
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develops a template in which at least one initiating metaphor element and one device or 
storage metaphor are provided, col. 18, lines 57-61); and 

when the synthesis possibility judging means judges that the synthesis cannot be 
conducted, a change is made to a display of the interactive figure element indicative of 
the output-related or input-related candidate job which is intended to be selected (in Fig. 
1 1 , processing the workflow involves querying and obtaining status information of 
devices in order to determine the ability to process jobs and the ability to substitute 
another device, col. 14, lines 19-21 and see Fig. 11). 

With respect to claim 6, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 3, in which, by means of user's operations to interactive figure elements, 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an input-related candidate job and 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an output-related candidate job 
are sequentially conducted to generate a synthetic job, wherein there is provided a 
limitation content examining means for examining, on the basis of a relationship 
between a characteristic of the input means thus associated and a characteristic of the 
output means thus associated, a content of a limitation imposed when a synthesis is 
conducted between an input-related or output-related candidate job which has been 
already selected, and an output-related or input-related candidate job which is intended 
to be selected by a user's operation (in Fig. 11, processing the workflow involves 
querying and obtaining status information of devices, and modifying attributes of jobs 
(S256.S258) in order to determine the ability to process jobs and the ability to substitute 
another device, col. 14, lines 19-21 and see Fig.11); and 
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according to an examination result made by the limitation content examining 
means, a change is made to a display of the interactive figure element indicative of the 
output-related or input-related candidate job which is intended to be selected (the ability 
to substitute another device in the device template, col. 14, lines 19-21 and see Fig.11). 

With respect to claim 7, Salgado et al disclose a job executing system according 
to claim 3, in which, by means of user's operations to interactive figure elements, 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an input-related candidate job (a 
scanned document at scanner 18 using scanner toolbar 304, col. 9, line 26) and 
selection of an interactive figure element indicative of an output-related candidate job 
(printing document at printer 20 using toolbar 284, col. 9, line 26) are sequentially 
conducted to generate a synthetic job (the scanned file and email selection are 
associated with a digital filing job in Fig. 13), wherein based on an operating state of the 
output means, a change is made a display of the interactive figure element indicative of 
the output-related or input-related candidate job, which is intended to be selected by a 
user's operation (the ability to substitute another device in the device template, col. 14, 
lines 19-21 and see Fig. 11). 

Claim 8, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . 

Claim 9, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 2. 

Claim 10, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 3. 

Claim 1 1 , a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 4. 

Claim 12, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 5. 

Claim 13, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 6. 



Application/Control Number: 10/006,618 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 9 



Claim 14, a method, is rejected for the same reason as claim 7. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Lett whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7464. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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